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PART I. 

M,. Raggio. Good morning, Reverend Father. 

F. Yaturella. Good morning, Mr. Raggio. X\ hen did you re nru rom 
Madras? 

Mr. Raggio. (1) Lost night, Father. 

F. Yanerello. What are il.e heat news yon have ? 

0 .T r : “ J CwUn ° ll! 

how much gratitude he deserves irom us. 

priests for their success. 

F. Tone. Did yon read the Mylapore Catholic Register winch condom them 
Z'Zroo. (4) Yes. I read three successive hsuea of that paper. m> 0>-w ' <t 

2Gth April, 3rd and 10th May of this year.(/f >;. .. . 

F Van* von s.* that those priests are silenced and crushed down l 3 

(6) From the tans sf his correspondence, he seems to he a well 

educated priest. ,. _ 

F Vane. Have you anything more to say about him • 

Mr. Rat}. (7) H« ^ .« the Apostleahip of St. Thomas in India. 

7 p pr TJThai leads vou V* rOike that supposition ? . 

Mr Rag. v 

*mT >-ds me to suppose that he is one who 
denies the Apostle-1'".*- 1 ,,T '“*• l*i *'• ia * 
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F. Vane. What makes onr Ilisforicus Philalethes to attack note No. 116 ? 
Mr Pag . (9) He is exceedingly mortified to find from that note that the 
Syro- Chaldean Christians in Malabar were Catholics before the Synod of 
Clamper. 

,F. Vane. What does he say about their position before the Synod of 
Diamper? 

. 'Mr. Rag. (10) He says or rather tries to establish from BariWbrous, 
A&seman, L«j Qaien^Raalin and Acta of the Synod of Clamper that they were 
Nestonnns before tiMppid Synod, although he discredits the same authors and 
numerous other wrif? ,)on the Apoetleship oj St. Thomas in India which is 
unanimously dcfendeoTiy them all. 

- r? ne - WI,at !s Jonr °P ill!on “bont the faith of the Chaldean Christians 
in Malabar before the Synod of Ciaroper. 

Mr nag (11) My opinion or rather firm belief is that their faith before 
that Synod was Catholic. « 

n u** i- ° n f' ^ tbink it is very thoughtless of you in assert that they were 
Catholics before the said Synod, while so many eminent authors stand against 

Mr nag. (12) I can by the grace of God, prove their Catholicity from 
these very nnthors. 1 

F. Vane. What arc the four points put forward by Histories Plulalethes? 

Mr. Pag . (13) They are these:— 

P rorM that the Thomas Christians were Nestorians are the follow- 

mg points. 

(l ; prc Sokmn declaration of Archdeacon George made m 1598, to tire 
Jlr tic tvoula never make a profession of faith, nor subject himself to 
t o Popoot Rome, nor to the Archbishop of Goa who i«d nothing to do with 
the t Thomas chnstians. Tins declaration was confirmed by a great synod 

iLno^-n “r r’- f solcum oatl '. ‘t "•«» resolved, vat tapenmtl any 

a, Z , Til ?S/ a,,h - ” or '» acknowledge lliehop, but there rent 1,, 

thaftho Th, (R “ a ,a i“ P ' 11 see 1 ra If > 1 «“> ™» in-ngino 

% K 1 ”” Cl.ustn.ns would have taken such an oath if they hod lee* 
good Catholics as is pretended- J 

(2) According to Synodus Diainjicritana, aet III Decree VIII Ti.e 
TI,on,as el,r,Brians eommemora.el in their proves the Patriarch of jTal.ylo,, 
calhng lnm universal pastor, II«„1 of the Call..,lie Clmrcli. Would thevliave 
Imnoured the memory of the Patriarch of Ihd.yh.n if tiny were CatUiesi 

(3) According to t!.e decree I X of Actio III they celebrated the leasts of 

Nestorms, Theodoras. Diadorus. a.,,1 „t! !e r Xestoriaa tvt. a 

stand that the n-.ind Pntl, Vt \\ ho can ondef- 

tanu that the O „od Catholic Thomas Clmsrians would have done this’ 

K^ria* book, 

pose that these Nestorhm books 'p™ f"P- 

fnithfnl children the Thomas Christian./am 
F. Vune. Do you think y ourself to I* able ra these- four points’ 

+ Ilistoricm JT/tilaL-thcs would never c«e the word “S' The,--, -*> . • . , , 

'“t denies the Apostlcship af St, Thomas in India, " whldl abo *"* 


Mr nag. (14) I have alreailv said that - -.an, l>y the grace, of Go.l, prove 
the Catholicity of the St. Thomas Christians fr -in tie,sc very h oiks which 
speak against them and consequently I cun and *u rct '^ *hese 4 points. 

F. Vane* What does Jfistorieit* Phil*!'*h~* i-iconse to «!■* &:***" bwyqnntons 
on these 4 points are refuted an ! proved to Use y — insively .* 

Mr. Rag. (15) He promise that, if these ?*mr ’.mints arc eoiiHusK'iy 

proved he will change his opinion. 

F. Fctne Prove the first point menthw-i in ‘-lie an^ 1 —' 13. 

Mr. Pag. (16) The resolution taken and e- ninn; \ t y the St. Thomas 
Christians in the great syno l of Angamalc in 1598 w*»*. |.».ling to lfistoricns 
Philalethes not to change their AFestarian faith , nor to .aavledge any Lixhoji 
but those sent by the Patriarch of IS ibylon and this they d*. in spite of the advice 
given them by DouiMenezes. Consequently those win u;:is-- -uch sacrilegious acts 
are formal heretics who are already out of the. Cor. r.-nnon die Catholic Church . 

What is the attitude to be taken towards qucii heretics < *r ii; -tlier words how 
are Catholics to treat them? This is a question to he answered 
There are many things to be observed-in this respect, the prominent are these.— 
(1) Catholics can have no spiritual cmilliinuiun with them. (2) As they are 
out of tlie Communion of the Catholic Church, no Catholic Bishop would dura 
to give them a precept tinder pain oj excommunication and by \irtue of Holy 
Obedience, not auy heretic obey such order. 

This is unquestionable. Cun you contradict to what I say Father. 

F. Van. No. I fully agree with you in this. But what is your object in 
quoting this. 

Mr. Png. (17) My object is to affirm that (a) if this is true, St. Thomas 
Christians were not Kestorians as our llistoricus Philalethes thinks them to Ir\ 
but they were good Catholics and that (b) their resolution in the synod of 
Angamale in 1598 was only a fabrication or mis-representation of facts. 

F. Van Although the above said, is unquestionably true, yet how does it 
show that the St. Thomas Christians were Catholics? 

Mr. Pag. (18) In a pastorul letter or circular dated the Mill. May 1599 
published 37 davs before the synod of Diauiper, (Tliis letter can be seen m 
Kaolin, Ueddes/Gouvea etc.) Archbishop Meries commanded them by virtue 
of holy obedience, gnd under pain of excommunication latae sentenLae tu come 
to the svno.1, although, in the same letter, he called the Chaldean Bishojw that 
governed them till that time, heretics , schismatics and Xestonans. By tjie 
declaration of the pain ol cxcummumcatiou. Dorn Meuezes virtuully said to the 
Syrians “You are.wiemhcrs of the Catholic Church and I will put you out of 
the communion of it, if you would not come to Diauiper for tlic Diocesaii synml- 
Where are in the world such Christians who are both heretics and Catholics 
at the same time.? Who would make such a useless threat of putting out of 
the Communion or the church those who were already out of it? . 

There are numerous examples in Ruulin, Couvea, and otlier 1 ortugnesc histones, 
which go to prove that the Portuguese Priests aud prelates from their arrival m 
India up to the svuml of Diauiper had spiritual commeuion with the Syrians. 
On many occasions, they came to the Syrian Churches and had their masse* 
offered in them and iu turn, the Syrian Priests also offered their masses m the 
churches belonging to the Portuguese and on many occasions, the 1 ortagnese 
Priest*, heard the conf«*ssum of the Syrians and gave tuem Holy Communion. 
(Oriente coiiqu; II.) Do these facts not prove of the Catho liaty of St. Thowus 
Christians.? 
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What should be understood from the said pastoral letter of the Archbishop 
Menezes (dated the 14th. May 1599) but that the Syrians were Catholics, when 
that letter was published. Will the present Archbishop of Goa give a like 
precept of threat to the Jacobites in Malabar or to the so called Bishop Alvarez 
■who i 3 a native of the Portuguese territory and bis sectarians in Canara and 
Ceylon and would they obey it? 

F, Van, It cannot be believed that the Syrians were Catholics by the mere 
fact that Ar-'bbishop Menezes gave them such precepts; for his words in the said 
circular arc vo the contrary. 

Mr. Rag. (19) V .fit, listen to me. Words are changeable but deeds are 
r»ot so. Woris. are civile of different interpretations but deeds ore not. 

F. Fan. ' What have yon to say further about the deeds and words oC .he 
Archbishop Menezes and hia companions? 

Mr. Rag. (20) Their deeds on* historical facts which cannot be changed, on 
the other hand, their words are not facts, but only misrepresentation of lu^ts, 
width are the results of their passion and prejudice against the Syrians. 

F. Van. Ca t you produce any further evidence in support of the Catbori-.ty 
of the St. Thomas Christians? 

Mr. Rag. (21j Yea, Four months before the said pastoral letter, that ir in 
February 3599, the Archbishop Menezes gave a precept like the aforesaid, 
under pain of excommunication , latae sendentiae (Baulin 22-23) to the Arch¬ 
deacon George and his Clergy not to commemorate the name of the Patriarch 
in divine offices and meases Archbishop Menc/t s showed by this deed of his 
also that the Syrian Clergy were Catholic.i. 

F. Van. Have vor. any further evidi aec to frnve the Catholicity of the 
Syrians? 

Mr. Rag. (22) The proofs just put forward ore sufficient to show that the 
Syrians were Catbulica; however l shall cite a few more examples. The 
Portuguese Clergy, before and after the death of Mar Abraham were accustomed 
to come and preach and eeleberate their Masses in the Syrian Churches and this 
is a point well attested in Oriente Iconqutstade, Gouvea, Baulin, and other 
Portuguese histories. This, the Portuguese Clergy would never have done, if 
the Syrians were not Catholics; for the strict law of the Catholic Church 
forbids Catholics, and much more the Clergy, to have spiritual communion 
with heretics. How could it be that the Christians would be umde Catholics, 
if their last Chaldean'Archbishop Mar Abraham was Nestoriant 

In a word all the deeds and actions of the Portuguese Clergy and of the 
Archbishop Menezes are declarations attesting the catholicity of the Syrians 
and consequently these actions of the Portuguese are historical facts supporting 
the same which are more reliable than their words which are mere breath, uul 
consequently the name “Xestorians” given to the Syrians by the Portuguese 
was unjust and meaningless and was the result of drier passion and prejudice. 
Mar -Elias the Chaldean Archbishop of Aim'd in his letter to Cardinal Caratlu 
sent in lt>80 complained to the Holy See against this unjust name given to the 
Chaldeans. 

F. Van. What sort of a person was this Mar Elias? 

Mr. Rag. (23) He was the contemporary of Mar Joseph and Mar Abraham 
mid had come to Malabar with Mar Joseph but went luck to Mesopotamia 
and he was also the contemporary of the Patriarch AW;<*su, (by whom Mar 
Joseph and Mar Abraham were sent to India) mid of Abcdiesu’s immediate 
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successors Aeth-ilJa Simon and Simon Denlia VII. who sent him (Mar Elias) 
toRnmeas hi. pr. curator general in that city. AU those facts, are narrated in 
hia letter to the Cardinal and he also rives therein a fall account ol the slate 
of the Chaldeans in Malabar and of the Portuguese atUm^e to isupcrM-cle the 
Chaldean Bishops and ill tlieir room, to put Portuguese Bishops which, lie saiih 
would prove demmentalto the Christians of St. 'Ihoinas: as it reahy turned 
out This letter can he seen in Bnllariuui Patronatus Portugalhae Toiuu. II 
uudaUoiu the Patriarcl.al Archives at Mosstll. According to the Mar Ll.a>, 
the Patriarch Abediesu held 12 years the Patriarchal See. 

F Inn. Are you justified in saying that the Portu/|e called the Cbrist- 
iaus'ol St. Thomas and their Chaldean ArehbUho,. -N Jama out Ujugmm 
and prejudice 

Mr Rag. (24) Yesi It is well known that, lima I***™ andl prejudice, 
men always err in tlieir Judgment*. Tiic result «/««« «»<f prejudice is that 
those who are in newer, whenever they see in others, any thing against their 
clina i ms, are otteu misled to think what is just as unjust and what » unrens- 
onahle r^onable and vice veraa. This is provedby the following «»,*, 
Joan of Arc, a very celeb'vtel and virtuous maid who rescued I ranee from .lie 
political aggressions ol tl» English some four centuries ago. was dec area .1 wrath 
L all assembly of many Catliolie Bishops and by the University of ‘ -os and 
she was thus burnt alive; but now her ease has been brought to the notice of 
Homo and has been declared not to ho a witch .lint a holy maiden, Pirns it was 
that llir Chaldean Christians alhl their Arel.bislwiis were made Aestoriana by 
the Portuguese, while they were really Catholics. 

F. ran. Can you refute the second argument of 
which states that the St. Thomas Christian, honored the name of the Patriarch 
; Bah Ion in tlieir prayers, calling him universal jaistor, Head ol the Cathonc 
Church. (Decree VIII actio III Svuod of Dinmper.p 

Mr Hag (25) As the St. Thomas Christians -re proved to have been 
Catholics it was impossible that they should have faded -heir Patrmrch IW 
aipaXir. Head of tlic Catholic Church, although • V. nan.: have commemorated 

him (Patriarch) in their prayers. _ 

F I'V Were there C-iriu lie Patriarchs in Communion with Rome at the 
time'of the Synod of Diampcr? and if so, who were they? 

Mr Pag (26) Certainly, there were. The letter of Mar Elias the Chaldean 
Archb'i-nop mentioned above in answer 23 is an unquestionable testimony 
In which it has been already proved that, up to Ins time, there were Oathubc 
Patriarchs Authalla Simon and Simon Dunha VII as the successors of Mar 
A bodies' 1 (by whom Mar Joseph and Mar. Abraham were 

r*“pK.t- R TOa“ ^ t SesS n by“"be Quiei. Vol. II, Aloysios 
Asseumn22H-—229 and Asseman Bib-Orieut III. 722. author. also attest 

aat Shin Deuba VII was succeeded in 1600 by Simon V1U.and after lam 
Simon IX who were all Catholic Patriarchs ta Cummnmon with Borne. 

F Van How is it then that the Christinas of St. Thomas commemorated 
till- name of the Patriarch of Babylon calling him Universal Pastor, Head of 
the Catholic Church’ Is it possible that the Christians who accepted such a 
Striarl^ (who pretends to be Universal Pastor Ac.). as them superior should 
have been Catholics! Decree VIII. 

Mr Rag (27) I pretest against the statement of this Decree and affirm 
that it is the result of the ignorance or prejudice of the Portuguese m matters 
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and langnagc of the Oriental Church, as they erroneously interpreted St. 
Hormisda, in whose name. Mar Abraham bnilt the church at Angamale, to bo 
the Nestorian Abbot Hormisda. 

It is also one of the many examples which go to prove that the Synod of 
Diampcr, made numerous blunders, as Asseman admits it in his work entitled 
B. O. T. Ill Part II. 891—445 written by the order of Pope Clement XI and 
Le Qnien II 1098. 

The Synod of Diampcr had never the approbation of Rome as attested by 
R. P, Giamil in his^Genumae Relatioiies” printed in Rome in 1902. Quot¬ 
ing many authors Ijeff^rs “the said Synod had never the approbation of the 
Holy See. nor could\ AiC approved with integrity, for, many .things were done 
in it by the violence or the civil power and many things more against the 
ancient and perpetual decrees of the Apostolic See which commands that 
no innovations or changes should be made in Oriental Rites.” The Patriarch 
of the East or Babylon was distinguished from time immemorial by a special 
Title Catholicus and in course of time, the word “Patriarch” was added to this 
Title. This is a fact accepted by all historians, prominent among them l>eing 
Asseman and He Qnien. With this Title of Patriarch Catholicns or Catholic 
Patriarch, his name is commemorated even at the present day. Vide, the Syro- 
Chaldean Missal printed in 1784 & 1844 at Rome. The Portuguese interpreted 
this Title as Universal Patriarch and consequently Head of Universal or Catholic 
Church. If the Christians of St. Thomas ever commemorated his name it wa.s 
simply because he was their Patriarch. It lias already been stated that Arch¬ 
bishop Menezes put Anathema latae sentential on the Syrian Clergy for com¬ 
memorating their Patriarch. This very deed of Dom Menezes stands against the 
2nd point put forward by Ilistoricvs *PhUalethes It is a known fact that it is 
useles3toput pain of excommunication over Nestorians who are already out of the 
Communion of the. Catholic Church. Will jtlic present Archbishop of Goa or 
any other Catholic Bishop in India threaten the Jacobites in Malabar with 
pain of excommunication latae sentential for ceunncmoraiing their Patriarch? 

A. Ton. Canyon refute the 3rd poim put by Historicus PhUalethes by 
which he shows that the Syrians honoured Xcstorius, Theodoras, Diadonis and 
Other Nestorian Saints, (Decree IX Actio I1I.){ 

Mr. Rag. (281 The said decree says that Nestoriiis, Th»*utV»nis, Diadorons 
and other Nestorian Saints were venerated among the Christians »»f *t. Thomas 
and their names were recited in divine offices and Sacrifices oi Mass: but the 
game decree forbids the clergy and the faithful by virtue of llohj Obetlienee atxl 
under pain of excommunication ipso facto incurred to commemorate them in the 
future. How can we reconcile ourselves to this decree? The former part of the 
decree declares that the Christians were Nestorians, while the latter part affirms 
that they were Catholics. As tlie Catholics are forbidden to venerate lleresiarchs 
as Saints, we should conclude that these Heresmrchs were not venerated as 
Saints. 

F. Van. Your argument is not satisfactory so long as the words of the 
decree affirm that those Heresiarchs were commemorated. 

Mr. Rag. (29) By the words of the decree Archbishop Menezes declares 
that such veneration existed among the Christians, while by his deeds he con¬ 
tradicts the same. Deeds are more reliable than words as has already been 
stated. 

F. T an. More evidence is required in this respect and so yon should prove 
that the celebration of the Feasts of Nestorian Saints ami their commemorat¬ 
ion in divine offices and Masses did not exist among the Syrians. 


Or Prut (30)Tl,e prohibition hr Don, Menezes of the commemoration of the 

pastor of the Sjrian^. . .rwuter reason to prohibit the 

thing while the Putmrch .riLuSaiiits in divine offices and Masses, 

celebration anil T t luit he did not venture to prohibit 

for tins was the. gravest si. a. . t [ , „f the commemorut- 

such celebrationand cuumicmorut “^ cri&OM thal sac h 

stsssas wx hutin 

communion with Rome . , 

W ran I am astonished to hear that you put; so many excommunications 

V'th^ia. -*“• am fivoraonth^ rfc On_ die very tot 

day t.t t'fe >ynjKl i.r ^*>“1" r bv virtue of lloh Obedience and 

lnandixl the Clers.} a..u J . j l ot depart "d of the 

r* ”• 

■ The same pain of 

month before, by ins pmdoral ^ JfV commemoration of the Patriarch and 

oftite region of Nested, Sain,, also he threatened V, p* 

«• -—-*■ - 01 
e.eommumeahonhyaCathohe are tho, 

punished ore cot off from tire communion of the Catholic Church. 

Mr Jiaa. On whom is it inflicted father? _ 

Church under his jnmsdictum. Jmu&h tit*-**# _ , 

Mr. Rag. (33) Are these undeniable truth* eutohfohed m the Cathol* 

°TL Yes. No one can deny it; but to obey or disobey *• «*» * 
left ti' their will, although good Catholics would not drsobey them. 

v , Fag (Si) If the Syrians obeyed such extra ordinary orders of Dom 
Mcmeze. wmild you agree that they were good Catholics. 

' F Ion Yes. I think I must admit; but did they really obey DoraMermzes. 

Raa '351 Certainly thev obeyed as the adversaries themselves admit. 

a tass sssss: 

wise by the dilfereut names oi heretics. schismatics, and Nestenan.. 

Uow is it possible that Nestorians who venerate Hevrsaieha us Saint, u be 
members of the Catholic Church at the same time. 
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k Van. mat do you mean by this! cWlPr Catholics or 

gas's 

nod Breviary vontaining the mimes of Xestonon Sands and ■* 20 th 

were corrected. This is a fad. Bnt two days ‘ ' „uflfaccordi^ to the 

land then on the 2 lst day, the Syrian Clergy ( ec ■ Masses and recited 

order of Dora Mcneacs celebrated m Ins presence the,r holy Masses 

TCal^^^^^trrnrimpos^blJ'thereforoThaf Archhislton Mcneaes 

thenf tomnke use of iLtorian Breviary and Missal, p.s cdeariy shows that 
their Missal and Breviary were orthodox and Oath ohic. So 'J J the 

Archbisho,) Menczes (according to dreree IV Actio I) m ; B thrit 

olerwy to celebrate, in his presence their Holy Masses, ana to 
divine offices on the 20th and on the Sist June Rrst f h ’ !r Missal 

synod before the corrections were made on the 22nd (3rd d'lj ) m of 

*nd Breviary nrove that their Missal and Breviary contained - 

Xestorian Saints and their commemoration, althoagh by the words of decree 

Actio III lie said to the contrary 

F Van, Can yon bring any more evidence in snpport of this (3rd) F om ■ 

Mr Ran (881 Yes. I can if you allow me to repeat a part of what I .aid 
before! P?ve months before this, that is in February lo99, when ‘lie Arch¬ 
bishop Montana came to know that (bis in sacro bisque m officio__Ba”l.a - ) 
the Patriarch of Babylon Was commemorated daily twice m Masses ar.d twice 
l“e offices, he jmihibited any such commemoration for the fa*.« 
pain of' excommunication i. e. that as the Syrians.weremembersi oftil-CatlK c 
Church he would put them out of the Communion of the Catholic Church, U t y 
ventured to commemorate the Patriarch any more. The veneration of ^estorian 
Saints is a thing which cannot be tolerated by a Catholic-prelate as lieu . 
Menezes and it was impossible therefore that lie would have tolerated such 
veneration and it was equally impossible also that lie Would have permit ed 
priests to commemorate the Xestorian Saints in their Missal and Breviary for 
lo Ion" a period of five months, at least from February, the date of the prohibi¬ 
tion of the commemoration of Patriarch, to June 22nd. This is an iiiidcumb o 

fact by which it is successfully proved that the Chaldean Missal and Breviary 

used bv the Clergy were orthodox and Catholic and thus void of Xestorian errors 
and consequently'the words of the decree IX actio III speaking of the venera¬ 
tion of Xestorian Saints are mere fabrications or inis-represcntution of facts, lor 
these words are thrown on the hack ground by the deeds of Archbishop 
Jit* news- 
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. . e PJulaUthet which 

~ F. Vane. Can yon refute tluHI»“ a great; number of 
shows that according to 1Jgt. Thomas, and that errors contained 
Xestorian books among ho'Christians ^id » . 

in them were pointed out m the S. . , amone them; 

Mr Rag. (39) There »i ? l^» he decided iswliether 

hut that dues not affect their Cathohcty . * P ^ Mt _ y; tUc , umde use 

they made use of then, and behoved m the ^ ^ ^ ^ Jt already 

of them and believed in their contents, they tb/Ndul not make use ot 

been proved that these Christians were- j- \d by the very A*d, 

Xestorian lawks nor believe ^ . ,. om pnniof. / Francis knew all 

t^^preSuie Syrians whh l-i— those after 

'“ml the Portuguese got hold ot^„,^g'“ gdn^tllTmSto^ 
Syrians, thc-V took the opportunity ..f raromb lm j walked in the 

done as the result of thenr passu.and 1 - ^ auvritv and thus, void of 

never have done ~ * 

F. Vane ^at Sr ^^^^ 

prove tied there were - Evcn Histories, PhilalethcsmSLj 

Mr. Fan (40) That ia an imposs.bditi. E^e ^ tho chaldean 

keep some heretic hooks for references ^ lmvl , Xestorian books among 

E " sUui “ Jd " y * 

tesUnts except the Portuguese 0 - plii/aUI]ua > t assertion that “St, 

FrancilTaVieTrup^driie 4 Thomas Christiana to be Cathol.es and t 

alwA ^yeit^r the dcrih of St %££ U CathoUm, 

affirmed during his life f esltn f <A “jw/umf tenerabU man and atrae 

and Hast their Bishop Mar Jacob was •MJ d- oua u WIU subjected to bj. 

Catholic prelate and complasntnn yy. Now which of these two 

the Par Jnttese. Coleridge’s Life of f d! The troth of the testunomy 

-asstt-swarti! o— -1- ***» 

and had any experience of them. by t ..em. 

2nd. Whether he was a man liable ^ ^ distinction between 

3rd. Whether he was so ignorant as to be unable to rnah 

schismatics and Catholics. tfntorictu PidlaUthes was not 

4th. Whether St. Francis in compamsm wnth / 
more educated and gitted. ignorant aa to make no 

^ — - - 

loruier? * 
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Ind!a in 1542 ' lH! 1,a(1 7 experience *itf, 
nft»?fc- Tk ™? C'instmns and it was on the 26th January 1549 seven year, 

(Ihris^to^L feno alwai ‘he «,ea Bishurp Mar J^°b of tlte St Then,a, 

0f PortU ^ L ‘ So ** 13 m -deniable fact that what St. 
I W r ‘ ‘ ‘ ' em was tlle rKuU of 1»3 familiarity mid experience with 

tZZl eonseqnently the first question is^lf ,*Kj "ecd 
9 t Uran • * second question is easily answered thns. Tlic fact that 

p; tCd m r ? P Ild ™ *» endowed wi *h u.ta n I 
jmreo, ana supernatural knowledge and mfta as one of the +i 1 . , 

as is evident'from tfc* f ^ * oI t . he 3rJ , question runs thus. St. Francis, 

had e'yen- fa’cnity aVhf/r* 7 ’ 'T^ ‘ h ' 3 dist!mtlinn i -d fulfil that duty he 
Cal:l be C {ho ies in S K? S °' *" a ' ,J S ° 7 that '» 
regard him an immnt man SCrCni1 '"T e ^ m ‘ m "*'■ them, is to 
Ptilateihea makh^ consequently the assertion of Jtistorkm 

Syri T a o Cl,th '' lics « the 

SSSSSpSifSHS 

»te2s£SHffi/*Fis «s 

granted induieeTcIL to S U, ? t tl,a C1 "-l, of RomS 

granted to the Syrians (Mr Jtnckenria', fM®' - !- 10 ™i ™ Catholics, as it had 
thing uni,™l„fVnd „igiJea Zw ‘"l ! '*> “ - 

m Philahth « in tin's respect 5Tmy ,£*» ««I>P»rt /AVton'u- 

nries or jointly at the svno,l of rr.Unn,. >» ^ L “')rts> or the Mission- 

thegW Which iVd«.ttoSte d ^: / ^T'T I “<*«J*-' -ay 
faith for the period of sommv ccntnrin' 7 * -* ^ 111 the Catholic 

this respect, as St. Francis'Xavier the mtS S3* * Xr™ whl> diJ not,,in S in 
saw had to do nothing in the same direction' n ¥ ,ss, ° ,,ar . v lIl<t world ever 
Historic Vx'phila lether sir u t lri.s q-es to find all thes^ “ d Prc i udi “ “«l« 

ra* other points which Historic 

KwtoAufi, a^Mk^TOhVXcld, rVJ*- P f lri “ rcl,s (, f fhe East were 
Patriarch of the East”^^ Vki,Ul.cTcS.' r ^Patriarchs also eall,.,l themselves -as 

XIII in Bullarium Patrouatus Portu-alliae Tomus IX.^ VH Pl ’ l “ ! an B or J 

»«S g twu^r;L?T t a“7 vi n r; nt **■»’ ^ als „ 

isrsa- ,,n '"- r ’ “ ~s 

(c) I have already proved that Mir \u 
Patriarch Abc dioan, which is alJt^it tde77 nvtj ^ 

a- r . , T~ - ----Jl 1,1 UK - ora session 

. lie work Lc o,,,,, comaiai,,. 3 VotaM ., [ff; 
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of the Provincial Cornic'd at Goa 15-to. This is aiso attested by E. P. Saaiueh- 
Giainil the representative of tile Chaldean Patriarch at Rome in ins recently 
Jinblislied work p. 601 “Genninac Relation. ^ inter Al«>stolican sedern et Clialde- 
orum Ecclesiam" Even RaiJin p. 406 a.'1'inus tliat Mar Abraham was sent to 
India by the Patriarch Abediesn tin- smeessor of J 0 I 111 Sulacea, altiuiugh hr 
mates Abediau a Ntsturim, which historical error of Ranlin is quite against 
tile troth and nniniimoiis testimonies ol eluiueut historians (vide the same work 
and the same page.). I 11 the face!' .3 these strong evidence*. Uitt-viau 
Philuhthes asserts tliat Mar Abrnlns: an -■ to the Nestorian Patriurcli that his 
faith was Nestorian or rather he deceit!*! the Pornigiu-se-'' , \shop-; to praise ins 
Nestorian Faith !!!. , 1 

Is it natural that a Catholic fiMi.-r. by a Catholic A^lriart h his superior 

should write to a Nestorian Patriarch ' v h-j was not his superior that his taith 
was Nestorian? 

td) If the profession of the Catholic faith made by Mar Abraham hi 15S3 
and in 1585 at those two synods of Vaippicotta and (5oa were, according y 
JUttnrfcus riMethet, to abjure Nestorian errors, what are we t*. think of t .’ 
Catholic profession made by Archbishop Meneaes at the Synod of Uhimper, by 
which he abjured Nestorian errors? 

(<=) 1 f what IIi*t>>ncvs Plafoleth?* says of the writers of the manuscript who 

are two Syrian priests “who set themselves at variance witii their own fore-fathers, 
by d-'r ring what those avowed and solemnly abjured in the synod of Udinnipcror 
in IT,U true, the tirst Nestorian must be Archbishop Menezes who was the 
first in abjuring Nestorian errors and then only come the fore-fathers of the 
Brians (Decree I actio II synod of Diamjier.) Again, on the lirst day of the 
synod (Decree IV actio I) the priests celebrated their holy masses and the 
faithful made their confession and took Holy Communion. 

Now, on the 2nd day, they abjured Nestorian errors and made their profession 
of the faith and thus they entered into the Catholic Church. Are there in the 
world such NesUirians.isucli heretics, and such schismatics, who can receive Holy 
Sacraments in the Catholic Church before their entrance into it by abjuring their- 
error* and mating their profession of t Jit Catholicjlu ill! 

If) In order to nnderstuml the nature of tlte corrections made in the- 
Cliiihl-an missal and Pontificals at the synods of Vaippicottali in 1583 and that 
of Goa in 1585. one should study the difference between the discipline of the 
Chaldean Church and that of the Western Church and then he will be able to 
understand the nature of those corrections. Of such-corrections R. P. Samuel 
Giamil in his “Genuianae Relationes” P. 610 says “many errors are w rongly 
attributed to the Syro Chaldeans of Malabar which they have not in reality nor 
they are errors but peculiar Kites of the Oriental Church in administration of 
Sacraments as justly observed bv Asseman in B. O. T 8. part 2, 391"* 

(^) IfiMortcus Plulalethes assorts that there were no Catholic Chaldeans and 
Patriarchs Iwfore John Sulacea in 1558, but Pope Julius IIT admits that there 
were under him Chaldean Patriarchs (Mr. Mackenzies Travancore Christianity 

P. 92) which is also supported by St. Franck Xavier who, when he wrote abont 
the Catholicity of Mar Jacob as already mentioned ^Coleridge's life of St. Francis 
Voh II) understood well that ho was under his Catholic Patriarch in comruuuion, 
with Rome. 

(/<) Hixtoricus Philalethp*, as his own opinion, asserts tliat Sabor and Proth 
were sent to India by a Nestorian Patriarch, which opinion or surmise of 
Historian P/uWetha i* of no value in the face of the miracles attributed to 
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them. - (Mr. Mackenzie's Travnncnrc Christianity p. 32) Ijistead of matin* 
SJ“ Ch ( .™- ^ bC h “ l ^ that thc attributed to th m 

theyaTcntm.of^aeione or the like, his opinion would hare been vellrf 
There is a Syriac cook written about them in 155G bv a Syrrwbnldean priest of 
Malabar, called Jacob the disciple of Mar Jacob whom St. Francis saw! This 
book can be found m tile Vatican Library. Cod Syra Vati No. IV fol 27a 
E - p - Giamil author of “Genuinne Relationes" etc. 584 Orieute 

here th^ ^ sT ' X ' ?'n ^ para 16 attests thc r “ ct of “ mir “l'= («« itattesS 
here those of Sabor and Proth) wrought by Mar John Archbishop of the Syrians 

SLT d fl‘ h ? Chnn * a t Cranganore from thTd^d 

Rosa the first LatiW^hbishop of the Syrians'Vend, as Conqnistado sarCThc 
fact of this miracle ^Syrian book. As there are many Johns aLhc Ar 
bishops of tho Syrians, we cannot ascertain who the John referred to is Acl.rdiinr 
ft" f--™ Malabar p. 107, there is one John who came in 988 and 

ld9Tl»Tear. J n hn " U0 ( Tn“ Sh “ ili ? D ' iraCle0rr “ th0r the Jol,n "ho Luc in 
1130, 1- year., pterions to the arrival of Mar Jacob whom St. Francis saw 

arguments. 1 th,U * - V °' 1 Mr ' EoS3 ' 0 for 3 ’ 0ur “•‘"ncing and conclusive 

nnd expressing your opinion wLLtprejLL^'^rtiality' 1 "' 18 ^ 

yoL 0 G^ i 1 tiL"iii n wfmt! 0 ^ i m 0n '' OUr “ t! “» aad - I wish 

part II. 

s/yom' WhCrcare J"" coming from, Raggio.; I was expecting to 

Father!?* S ° ° ** wU * •“* ** • fortnight. What 

L Va °- **%**** y °“ i,aTC Slishl, f the Portuguese 

aofcLi To'cLImuZ was only to 

ffro^ds ns you yourself caD jud-J U ttcT and f, lit eTCn> ,,ot * llhout sufficient 
son?:! Portuguese of those days only Yon will th<?r Wy ***rtum will tend to 
Christianity in Trarancort Ihlt lL Port . L r ?“*£*; Mr Macke,pries 
' letter to the CardinalPrefect Tti ^ ,y asro,1CTU *' 3 » 

Carmelite Bishop at Verapolv as a vioktor of ti P‘L" an , da It22 accused the 
and again, yon 1 will see In \ho “LeBrat ^"p B , ishop ' s !»“**» 

, 0tcuscd h s those of other Nationalities okEurop^ ^ Portu ^ e!ie Wcre equally 

the%rians smLactorilyt’ ^ RaSSi °’ that 3 ° U llare I™™ 3 the Catholicity of 
Mr. Hag. (3) Yes. Father. 

successor of John Sulacca. grave doubts about the Catholicity of Abediesu, 
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Mr. Rag. What are those doubts, Father? 

F. Juit. Of Ills profession of faith, which was submitted to Pope Pms IV , 

Le Quieu II. 1153, says that the latter words betray a Jrestonan nieanu 

\aaiu of the 3 poems written bv him tl.e 1st, and the 2nd. as Le Quieu 
obLt e!,atari Nestorian errors and consequently Mar Jo. -h andMar Abraliam 
sent by iiim to India together with their Syrian fl.wk must .so be Nestoriau.. 

Mr Pan (i) R P. Samuel Giumil cited in the tird part of tl.is dialogue 
Jir. uo<j. t *r „ ri0 - 7-, ..hiv de^»U the orthodoxy of 

in his work "Gtmunae k 'lat uncs page -<—/*> l> nf ; • : lirarv a-nunst' bis 
Abediesu bv numerous ooeum, nts present'd in the JP . 7 

few adversaries and asserts tliat lie was in communion wi. /tonic until the end 
if Ids lit Ld in.. place, page 508, the author says that he was one o rim 

^KLCLsertiouof Lc Quieu a.id they all Ulauliuiously defend tho 
Orthodox) of Abediesu. 

1st The Council of Trent which accepted Abediesu as one of the chief 
pastors Jthe Church, who together with other fathers, present in the Council, 
pronounced judgments on various points of the orthodox faith. 

2nd. Khayvath “Syri Orieutalcs seu Chaldaei Xestoriani et Romanorum 
Poutilicum Priuiatus” jaigc 124. 

3rd. Aloysius Assenian, page 221. 

4th. Bibl. VallioeUina Ms. K. Fol. 403 P. 

5th. Stroaza, Ue Doguiatibuset Synodidibns Chaldeoram Rojiae, 161T- 

6th. Panvinium, in Vita P ii IV. 

7th The letter ol Mar Elias, the Chaldean Archbishop of Anted in )o80 to 
Cardinal Carnlia, a contemporary of Abediesu. Bult. I atrouatns Portu. T. IL 
8 th. ranlinus A. S. Barlholomeo 156, who asserts that Abediesu w^ -eR 
educated and very celebrated in virtues, and therefore, Assemaa B. O. T. lit 
Part II justly concludes that those manuscripts which accuses Abediesu cast 
be falsified* by the copyist. 

rope Pins IV who received Abediosu's profession of faith and contoiol hun 
in the Patriarchal dignity L the highest authority in support of his orthodoxy 
and this is proved by the rulluwing arguments. 

The Oriental Patriarchs, before their confirmation in the Patriarchal dignity, 
are required by Borne to submit their profession of faith to the reigningPope, 

as,;■« ito™ 

never rive bis confirmation. Again, the assertion of Le Qmen that Bomon 

rife mostLucated and the mostskiiicd m the world » 

thing iuijKisible and conseqnenUy false is the assertion that l 

‘g flni hv a Nestonau profession and that lie wrnu? ooo».» 

wSr,,^ iaL " m ***** 

lies are conuu-'U in the world. 






.F. Van. Can you give any example to provt that Recowls of falsehoods 
are common in the world, 

Mr. Rag. (5) I will give some from Christianity in Travancoi > tifelf 
written in these days. 

F. Van. What arc those falsehoods in it? 

Mr. Rag. (6) They are these:—P. 84 of the Christianity in question says 
that “the Patriarch Joseph VI sent Antony Thondanath “to the Nestoriau 
Patriarch of Babylon who consecrated him as a Bishop.’’ But the truth is 
qnite otherwise. Arf'iaxy went, of his own accord, to the Nestorian Patriarch 
which he did, when If, «jj?Ied to lie consecrated by the Patriarch Joseph VI, who 
when he came to kn<K* 4 5i tlie departure of Antony to the Historian Patriarch 
excommunicated him, and some other Chaldeans who assisted him in this 
ntuCrapt, This is a fact narrated by Antony’s companions who were with him 
und somi of whom are still living aud are ready to give upon oath the truth of 
it. Tins is proved also by the letter dated the 3rd March 1863 sent by the 
Chaldeans «t Mossul to the Syrians in Malabar. 

2nd. Again; the same page says that Antony lmd a domestic seminary ami 
ns he could not succeed to get his seminarists ordained by the Archbishop 
Bcmerdine of Verapolay, he set sail for the Persian Gulf. Here the assertion 
that “he had a domestic seminary” is false; he had no domestic seminary, which 
is a’fact that can be attested by the old Syrian Priests who are still living. 

1 (3) In the same page it is mentioned that Antony Thoudanath was the 
leader among the Syrians to obtain an Oriental Bishop. This is not true. The 
leader in that movement was Kodakachira Antony a Syrian Priest. He also 
had no domestic seminary, although it is true that he took with him some candi¬ 
dates for Syriac learning to Babylon on his second journey to that country. 
Thither he went twice, Antony Thondanath accompanied him to Babylon only 
in liia second voyage. Antony Kodakachira died at Mosul. 

' (-U On p.85, it is asserted that “the official letters of the Chaldean Patriarch 
recalling Bishop Melius from Malabar, were accompanied by a private letter 
telling him to remain at bis post ” This assertion is not true. It was only 
a fabrication of the Melius party at Tricbur, and the Patriarch did not semi any 
such private letter. When tho Melius party understood that the Patriarch re¬ 
called Bishop Melius, they circulated for their defence, a : false rumour that the 
Patriarch sent a private letter to their Bishop ordering him to remain at bis post, 
which is'a fact known to all. 

It is not the fault of the Resident that these errors just mentioned are < nhired 
in his book hut that of those who supplied him with such information. 

F. Van. You proved well about the orthodoxy of Abediesn but I have 
grave doubts about the orthodoxy of his successor Aaatlialla Simon who did not 
apply to Rome for Continuation. So how conld the Bishops and Christians in 
Malabar be Catholics under him.? 

Mr. Rag. (/) Have patieuec Father, be not angry with me. What i-ou 
say is wrong. 

Mar Elia the above mentioned Chaldean Archbishop of Amed (ans. 4. Part 
II.) in liis letter to Cardinal Caiaffa in 1580, says about bin* thus “After the 
dentil of the said Abediesn, Mar Aaathaila Simon, old man of holv path already 
Archbishop was elected Patriarch, who on account of the successive wars which 
were in his country (in those days) and as lie did not live more than two rears, 
was not able to procure confirmation from the Holy Apostolic See and tlie 
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,,l Mosul. Tluiinor annul, Mw, 1- SJ. ^«X,i‘ 0 (Anathalla 

„V aud Catholic, by Alovs,us A*ct„au.[I>a S e 

220 sutd Asseman. B. 0. HI part II. ~ , 

R 'Z' CO) Vlthoiyh it is lint t, 111 ., p .ill, to -u/i'.to SU.-1, .p.estio.is 
j/j . utig. -i » T s i,.,U brm <v forward one example. 

y. t as vour Revercme wants me to d.. mi. 1 >lu.i mm i r 

This is tiu- ..pinii..! of Asseman ami oll.ors this 

S ft 

lit r“ zt r::!±»iSu dUa ***»*. 

"Iv Silt? liim wlioru thusu Christians shuuld he and he t, , 

me'that I would find them in Coclun. 

F Van. How can vou prove the authenticity of this letter. 

?=5?«^*SW±^S 

ApostoUu »d repreaeifts the 

branch V uf the Chaldeans tuu- J sunj heresy *\ Consequently there were 

present line of ^^pitrU^hf probably froufthe year U80 until tlie year 

s£E&£i sterasaw as- 
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Patriarchs U continue# to our days.” This I read in a paper in these daye. 
Hot? coaid it He that the Syrians and their Chaldean Bishops would be Catholics 
without any Catholic Patriarch ever them ini communion with Borne before and 
during the time of the Synod of Dumper? 

Mr. Rag. (10) For the facility of answering yonr long question I shall 
divide it Into two parts, the first part, containing a shjirt sketch of Simon Denim 
and the lino of his successors, and the 2nd part, that of the conversion of 
Patriarch Elias and the line of his successors. 

The assertion of S vv>zza, that the Patriarch Simon Denim became a Xcstorian 
ns Etated in the . Atgjon is wrong, and this is proved to be so on the 
authority of the folK/^bg eminent authors who unanimously affirm that the 
Simon Dcnha was, toVLe last, a Catholic Patriarch in communion with Home. 

1st. Le Quien II. 1161. places him in the list of Catholic patriarchs in 
communion with Rome, mid asserts that he sent to Rome his profession of faith 
by his Procurator General in 1682 and removed his residence to Urmia in 
Persia* 

2nd ^ Panlinns A. S. Bartholomew p. 157 says that,- on account of the 
increasing vexation of Ncstorians, he went and resided at ZeinallH.'ch in the 
Province of Persia and died there as a Catholic. 

3rd. Aloysins Asscman Pag. 228—229 testifying his Orthodoxy, places 
him in the list of the Catholic Patriarchs 

4th. Arseman. 15. 0. T. Iff. Pag. 720—730 standing in support of Ins 
orthodoxy plot-os him, as the Patriarch of tiic Chaldeans in communion with 
Rome. 

5th. His (Simon Denhas’) own letter to Pope Gregory XIII. inserted in 
Bullnrio. Patto. rortug. T. U. 

6 th. The letter of Mar Elia mentioned ill answer 23 of Part I of tins 
dialogue. 

7th. Theiner Annul. Eccles. ad Annum 1580 T. III. X. C. VII. Pa-. 233 
Roman 1856. And this author says that Pope Gregory XIII had the g'r-atest 
joy concerning tile person of the Patriarch Simon elect nt Mosul to whom alt 
the Oriental Christians in Assyria, in Mesopotamia, in C.ieliiu Chinn, and in 
Alalftbar coast, especially in the province of Aligamalc obeyed. 

8 th. The provincial council at Goa in 1585. Ilv the Decree X Session III 
0 that council, the fathers understood well that, at that period, there was a line 
of Gath one Patriarchs in comniniiion with Rome, and that the then Patriarch 
was this Simon Denim, there heing no Catholic Patriarch except him at the ti mc . 


All these eminent authorities stand against the assertion of Strozza and 
consequently Ins assertion is one without foundation. In 1017 Strozza pnhliehed 
Ins work ••Do dogiimtihns ct syiiodalilius Clialdeornni” nt Rome and lie died 
long before he saw the present lino of Xcstorian Patriarchs and tl.eref.iro Ida 
assertion that Simon Denha who sunk into Xcatoriauisw together with his 
successors, represents the present line of Xcstorian Patriarchs cannot be taken 
ns true. 


i rr° ] t r°V,'” 1 Slmon Denim “was found l.y the Apostolic Nuncio not 
qualified for the ofl.ee cannot equally be taken as true; for, the Nuncio cannot 
J. . ?.*, authority than the Pope who found him (Simon Dcnlia) well qnnli 

fled and thus confirmed him in the Patriarchal dignity. Before concluding this 
part of vour question, 1 think it would be better to place here the Catholic line 
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the best authorities in the Eastern Church ^ ym 

The line of the Snm'ssors of ^mi , ^ ^ ^ B , llU . „ ttie beginning of the 
fstree^n" it answer 26 of Part I is also an evidence to prove this hue. 

Vm, therefore see that it is an tdsis suppX also 

-A-Y - "■ “ ~ 

ZZXZm .re. n* zzJszJZ ;:i“ 

SjSU’irA'K'iBi.n.Hi.>»—«,,. 

The first part lias hccu answered; must I answer the 2nd part also. 

/’ Van Yes. You slinuld answer the 2nd part also. 

Mr. (ID I vidch CXattnl'Vii"'IfiK 

version «f the PartriartU E > in niluU iuii».m with Kotue. But tin* 

their Patriarelisl list in succession runs thus. 

' Elias VI who made his submission to Rome in 1616. Le Quien. II. 1157- 

1 VI1 Obtained his confirmation from Romo. Le Quien II. 1I58- _ 

B-h-i 1 • . r. - j ri„nn>!ii9 Liuffuac Cbaldauivac. 

Elias VIII. Obtained confirmation. Gund EUtu W 

Elias IX. His confirmation is not mentioned by historians. 

Elias X. Obtain**! no wnfirmatum. 

This line comes down as late as the middle of the 18th century _ 

From Le Quien and Aloysins ^“'fT.hn'suU-ca'anA 'i'* successors. Previ- 
1 ,ranch wln.-h was the opponent party o J 1,1 8 “ <X Jven, his predecessor Elias 
-ms to Elias Vt Who stands at th 'Sixtus V according to 
v had applied to Rome for ,.:,l. aslrreneous. The predecessor 

Al-vsins Asseuian, rejecte-1 his t'™' 1 ., ' ’ . . Jolm „,laec« and of hLs snec-ess- 

«[ this Elia was bum-on V I who, at the turn centurv. Mar Simeon was 

ors stood against Rome. During ^ 1 A< tiie Archdeacon George 

sent to Malabar who stood against M *r A ^ ^ s „ i>ll9 with him, and 

opjmsed tins Siim-a, he had only » ’ P f ” J KK partv . Elias X who held the 

so he had to appoint a separate V war gem. I ^ ^ ^ uu , tll< , r Mur Simon 

Patriarchal sec- lr,nn Ir0l>—l7.-^as ti e P t \ tiou to the Carmelite 

,o India in the 18th century who .**•'«•‘L’ H Port II. Most surely this Elaas 
lather Angflus as is meutuuu u • wag t j a . rea soi» why lie sent Mar 

had his coalmanicutton yriih Rome a . Communication with 

Simeon to Rome before; the latter .gainst his orthodxy. as 

£»*«*«* m-^crnn^-W 

came iu 1501. 3 
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About tbe middle of tbe )8tb centnry, all these 3 bodies of the Chaldeabs were 
incorporated into one body, for, from Joseph V we find only one Patriarch for 
the Chaldeans. This is the list. 

(1) Joseph Y (2) Joannes VIII (3) Nicholas Laia 

(4) Joseph VI (5) Peter Elias XII (t) Abediesu V 

The present Patriarch is Mar Emmanuel Thoms - Now from the 

sketch of the 3 lines of the Patriarch.-- g : *en above, we have to conclude that the 
present line of Nestorian Patriarchs is a c eparate body. 

F. Van. As th/^j-ere no Catholic Patrlarclis before John Sulucca in 
1553, so I have a lilvM ? oubt abour the orthodoxy of Mar Jacob and his com¬ 
panions who came ’m£i&04 and so I think that they could not be Catholics. 

Mr. Faff. (I2j Read with attention the answers 41 and 42 of the Part I 
of this dialogue, which will convince yon that Mar Jacob and his companions 
were Catholics under their Catholic Patriarch. Historians are mistaken :.i 
calling them Ncstormns. To prove this, you will see many examples in the 
first and the "2nd part of this dialogue. 

F. Van. It can not be believed that the Syrians were Catholics forth.* 
simple reason that they paid the expenses of Marignoli the Papal Delegate 
in the 14th ceutuary. 

Mr. Rag. Can you tell me that the Papal Delegate to what people was this 
Marignoli? 

F. Van. (13) He must be the Papal Legate to the St. Thomas Christians # 

Mr. Rag. Will you kindly tell me what is mea^t by his avowal (Mr. 
Mackenzie’s Chr. 9) that the Syrians “are the masters --.f the public weighing 
office from which I derived as a perquisite of mg office « • Pope's Legate , every- 
montli a lmudred gold fannma and a thousand whi n l left.” 

F. Von. (14) From his own avowal you can understand that Marignoli 
received from the St. Thomas Christians a certain sum of money every month 
a3 his due in the capacity of Papal Legate. 

Mr. Rag. Did they pay it to hint as something obligatory or out of per¬ 
sonal resjiect? 

F. Inn. (15) From his own words “ns a perquisite of my office** you 
should understand that they ]*aiil it as some-tliing obligator} 1 to the Papal 
Legate. 

Mr. Rag. Can yon give me a single example tliat i-'ther Nestorians or 
Jueobites or Protestants have *;vor accepted the Papal Legate, as their super¬ 
ior and have thus discharged out of their duties to supjKJ.rt him? 

F. Van. (16) I think I cannot comply with your rt^-u-st. 

Mr. Rag. (17) So on your own confession I assort that the Svrians were 
Catholics. 

F. Van. Perhaps they may have paid the ex^mscs of Maringuoli on the 
ground tliat there were no local Bishops at mat time. 

Mr. Rag. (18) There were Bishops in Malabar at that time. Visschei > 
Letti-rs from Malabar p. 107, says that there was the presence of Mar David 
m Malabar in the 13th century who came in 1285. 

Again, after the death of the said Mar Da-hi, the Syrians had their Bishop 
nam-.'; Var Jacob in whose time a clerk*, w].».- was a deacon and native of 
Crangu:. ir. wrote ^ book in Syro chalda-.-w eo: raining the lessons of the epistles 
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wf St. Paul for Sundays ol th '' 

Chnrch, and the wntcr lns,r ^ ‘", f thc patriarch Catholics Jahaila 

P venting Bishop Jaro^nd^e name of ^ m , 61s . 

V. Tbe year m which the wok was - • s w hkh escaped the 

correspondes to A- l>. 1301. This w onir o Li |, rarv . Cod Svr. Vat. 

flames of tlw Portugese and can be found ^ d no w Marignoli 

XX!I as attested by R. P. , n 1348. You «. 

Km 

aim (on the anthonty oi Grata CulHrttli P - ^ orthodoxy, for 

468) was -id to he a. Cathohe X Wording to Lenten U 

Col. 1^3-139-t‘S others was a Jaeohiteau d his paper conversion was under 

Pope Innocent IV ill 1237. nl ;,tak«t John Barmadani you speak 

J/r. Rag. (19) ^ 11 ar * pn ?'°T *<‘mi.»n II 1803—94 and others as you 
of mav he a Jacobite according to L ^| tl „, t : j t |, century under Iimo- 

«av. The assertion made aliout lmn win Onllivtiis II. But the- John 

S. IV and not in the 12* ^-0^ «; th „ Syri s 

in the 1" h century ““d-Cahxtts 1 aiterwards Acted as Patnureh of 
llaulin 4;;5. LeQuien It.6-77. He tUe , Mt „ f his communication 

l ?hh"r u ^d hy ^S caUixf. a Pupae. Vetera anuWta Mab.lon, 

m F. Van The assertionof 

-there always was even m tin nnds -^ nI „ Chaldean from the pro- 

who held fast hltlic Holy See■ ulte against what I read m a 

vinre of Syria, cannot- ' ._j n g vr ia whiefi ill the 8th century a 

paper in these days. The p.t.s.r sajs. . jjyzentii.v Umpire, there 

III. time of St. Gregory III, was ... .f rt »S^X^ na - ,-rrors, and amorg 
ere -hire- bodies . f Christians fl*to m * local to tbe 

then, a -. .vial seetion of:^nonkTi contradistiuetimi to Hie 
Catholic faith of the emperors, (rf «««." To 

! larger section that had embraced * belonged to the farthest 

i suppose that they (the parents of St. Grr or, 11 J ^ foUuwers « 

! Easiern section,, wliowere. the King, of Persia, 

! of X itorius, l.y the aid ami su;p- ■ lnlul „hich llw followe-s :t 

then leclared enemies Oi tlw Ituiuau p » * tK . aJaiuji-'l’le 

and “' 

^.^^a^^To^make your long proposition as intelligible an possible, 1 have 
l \f WwruX'heriics banished item the Roman Empire. Were 
only, did the Imperi, Edict support the 

E 7l hi m.. were the Melki.es Hat did not embrace Nest, rian he.sy 1 

\Vere they Syrians or CltaUeanst and to what countn, they OelongetL 
4th. Were there any Ncstorians m the Roman Empire. 
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F. Van. (20.0 For yonr first question I must answer that all the hj-r*rh*«, 
he they Jacobites (Eutychians) or Nestorians, were banished from ri ibmian 
Empire. 

For yonr 2nd. I have to answer that the Jacobites were never supported by 
the Roman Imperial Edict just :n the same way as the Nestorians were not. 

For the 3rd. my answer is that those who did not embrace No.-dorian heresy 
were Chaldeans (or Oriental Syrians as they were styled in the^. centuries) in the 
same way as those who did not embrace Entycliian heresy were Syrians and that 
the country of both e&toese two divisions of the Syrians must be Syria, as it can 
be made out from mi‘,^position which you call Ion". 

For the 4th. qnesr^^jmy answer is that there were no Nestorians in the 
Homan empire as they-were already banished out of it. 

Afr. Fag. (20 n) Standing by yonr authority I agree with yon that 
neither Jacobites nor Nestorians were in Syria (part of the then Roman Empire) 
at least before Arabs or Saracens (as they were styled in those days) occupied it 
in the 7th century, although ^SSSU historians may stand ugainst you in this 
assertion. Fully agreeing with you in the 2nd answer, I affirm that neither 
Jacobites nor Nestorians were supported by the imperial edict in question. I 
agree with you in the 3rd answer and assert that there were Chaldeans or rather 
(Jriental Syrians in Syria (and other Roman provinces) who did not embrace 
Nestorinism, and who were, on that account, supported by the Roman Emperors, 
as Mgr. Florentins Vicar Apostolic of Verapolv testifies in his long jastoral 
letter sent in 1753 to the SyTians assembled in St. Mary’s Church at Kuravilangad 
in answer to some controverted points submitted to him. (In this letter the 
Vicar Apostolic defends the orthodoxy of Mar Abraham the last Chaldean 
Archbishop of the Syrians ) On your own authority I agree with you in the 
4th. answer also and affirm that there were no Nestorians in the Roman Empire 
although Zmit historians may oppose you in this. N<*\v from wlmt is stated 
above it is clear that there were orthodox Chaldeans or (rather Oriental Syrians) 
in Syria, as yon have agreed to and consequently it insut Ik* admitted that it was 
not without foundation aud sufficient- support that Guriel “Elementa Lingae 
Chaldaieae” qnoti*d that Pope St. Gregory III was a Chaldean from the 
(ecclesiastical) province of Syria. All what you said to make him a simple Syrian 
was founded only on your probability. 

F. Van. Can you support with evidence the theory that, after the introduct¬ 
ion of Ncstorian heresy in the See of Seleuoia, there wore Chaldeans in Communion 
with the Catholic Church, and that they had their own Catholicu* ( Patriarch) as 
the Nestorians had their own? 

Mr. Rag. (21) Yes. After the Jacobite heresy crept in the See of Antioch 
and the Nestor inn, in the See of Seleucia in the nth century, there were Ortho¬ 
dox Christians quite untainted by these heresies in all the provinces subject to 
Antioch and even in all those countries subject to Seleucia and these Christians in 
those centuries were styled by those two sects Melkites, /. e. those who stood by the 
Catholic faith of tlve Roman Emperors. The Catholics stood hy the devisions of 
the Council of Clmlmlon which, although supported by the Imperial Edict were 
yet rejected first hy the Jacobites and then bv the Nestorians by one oF their 
synods as the Ncstorian synods testify. There wen* Orthodox Chaldeans even 
in the midst of the Persian Empire where Catholics had their persecution at that 
time. This is proved by Le Quinn who says—(II. 10S6) “Although the 
Ncstorian taint (of heresy) had spread itself in all the regions of the Persian 
Empire, yet there were not wanting in those regions, those who preserved the 
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» . > m r«-. both Nestorian and Jacobite 

ancient, Catholic, pure a;,I sincere fauh free L ^ Tllis quotation 

infections and tin* were ■ ■' . “ reliable authorities also. 

0 fI < eQ«ienca,.be,,o„edfn n .«h^n & ^ 

1st. In the Chosroes hm; 

martyr with his seventy -“"'1 ' ‘ Mtorira u f t ' lT the Xestorian heresy nwt in 
of Persia and tins was ulioiit t . , -„irael-s of this celebrated Chaldean Nimt 

the see of Selencia. The virtues c“,neil second el Shea in 787 

are narrated under Actio I - f or t l, e cau-»t of the* Catholic faith 

The number of the martyrs aim \ as historians agree, 

under the Persian Mo.mrcl » »i- ^ ) m ,der.thc Roman 

^'*■ ratl “ l -A “ thL ' y 

were called in those centimes. ... .j tlf . ir CatholieiB as 

2nd. That tflese Chnldeau Catlad'rs n r M U Quid, 

the Nestorians had theirs, i> I rtl * ' • t> 4 i a -,. n -; an-i others affirms that 

(It. MW6-10S7) quoting the U-shinoi^of ,„ ld obtained ft. so the 

during the time of tin- V-stonan 1 • MoJIiU,— or Orthodox Chaldeans should 

Caliph or Sultan that the 1 nmati . - ifw . mt0 Bi sliops for the provinces . 

not be called ChtJo/iVa* and a n. * fci ‘ , m a „-o,.nt of this noxious order 4 
under him. The Cu,l WK- of the ^. 1 , | , isll „ |K f or | lis Provinces ttt Q 

of the Sultan had to ' } w t |„, Melkite CathuBeus was \ 

^ret and during msht. 'Vht«. , ium miderst ,,od it by h.-s exploraters X 

consecrating a Bishop, tlu V- h t - ^ U) t , lu Sultan who imposed heavy 

,uid dragged thceonsecrator an 1 the ^ This line of the Melkite Cathoh- 
fincs on them. This hapjumed m a. ^ • t|l( , Cnl |„4iv Qiiutb /« wuim with the 
ruses (Patriarchs; mis m o ' ,,r Catholics. On account of this line of . 

Patriarch of Antioch of the Mdhd« {£; ur catholic Patriareh of Antioch, 

Catholicises iHdng MUmon w d ^^,^ e r esmtries uider the former as 

the latter claimed •Asia On.nt l l ever tent Bishops to or governed those 

*• c***™"* wly> tlm,ush 

hin,a-erei«eomn.,..n<ma>UtBmnc MelU -,te S or Catholic. wrote in 

3rd. The Fatnarch l eter of Ant. a f ^ his Patriarchal diocese was large 
1050 to Pommic Gnidcw a» U- k * - ’ C-ith«lii*uses to whom were subject 

and extensive and that he had "2 v 2.Tl.is Lorca,mtrins of Antioch wrote 
the countries named. In tlu j the Melkites as part ol hts 

similarly of the provinces undet die t-thoucus 

Patriarchate. , Orthodox Catholicns of the Melkites 

4th. Similar mention is made . 9 where tlie author says that 

also in Guillelmns ItaUM for the Melkites (Ottholies 

in the 12th. ceutnrv tl tre ^ ^ Catholic Patriarch of Antioch, one of 

who were in unmu with tin - . t Cusuian Sea, Armenia, Tartory a s 

whom having jurisdiction in ™'''‘ j' ’ c11 Uch1 Cathoiicut of Bagilad having under 
far as Cathay; (Chum) anil ”“'\7“w ouutri es as Mes.potl.omia, Assyria, 

108 °- ^ _ y 

+ ll is difficult to find out the uau.es of das 

“r sr Newri “ 

contemporaries. 


as She mention abouttlic Catholictu. of Selcncia is, aa tlie same author notes 
“w * to£ taken ns of the Nestorians. From what » stated above .tm, 
ovidont that there were Catholics in every century even in the midst of those 
countries though Persian Monarehs and Saracen Bnltans, v u ttljemund« severe 
nerseention Phis historical statement can he proved ns supported also by other 

historians! while no MMna come forward to prove the entire d.snp—m . 
of these Orthodox Chaldeans from the world. It is rrghtly concluded .nut these . 
Chaldeans had their separate Cntholicus until tile tunc of John Sulaeio , 5. y 

This boing so, what wys the impossibility of the Christians of Malahar for h * 

ing thoir Orthodox X^iops in communion with the Catholic Church. 

F. Van, You deny the fact that the Nestorian Patriarchs have ever 

claimed India as par$”Uhetr Patriarchate and so yon must admit that those 
Bishops who governed Malabar must have been Nestorians. 

Me. Rag. In order to understand you I have to ask yon 3 qnestious. 

1st, Who were tliose Christians persecuted under Persian an«l Mahometan 
Kings, and why they were so persecuted and who were tliose supported by them? 
2nd. Was Malabar ever under Mahomedan persecutors.? 

L 3rd. Have you any evidence to show that civil power oE Malabar ever per- 
S ecuted the St. Thomas Christians to become Nestorians’ 
y : p pan. ( 2 * 2 ) First I have to answer yon that Persian Kings and the 
t Saracens or Muhomedans afterthem, ever persecuted the Catholics on the sole 
^ ground that they always sided with the ecclesiastical as well as the civil authiv- 
- fitfcs of the Roman Empire while enemies to themselves. On tiro other hand, 
Nestorians were alwavsjenemies to the Roman authorities and friends to the 
civil authorities of their countries, and on this account Nestorians were more 
numerous in those countries than Catholics as Le Quien testifies. 

2nd. I must say that Malabar was never subject- to tiro Mnhotnedan rule. 

Sni. No one will assert, I believe that civil power of Malabar ever compelled 
or persecuted the St. Thomas Christians to become Nestorians. 

3fr. Rag. (23) So supported by your well founded answers I have to affirm 
that these Christians were ever Erec’tolhave their communication withethe orthodox 
Catholicus of the Chaldeans and that those persecuted Bishops and Chaldeans 
had Malabar ns tlroir refuge. Tims we find some colonies of orthodox Chaldeans 
have come to Malabar on different occasi«ms, as some well reliable authorities 
testify. This statement is confirmed also by the fact that almost all tbo 
Chaldean Bishops that governed the St. Thomas Christians were either workers 
of miracles or who had their communication with Rome or who. had the great 
saints of the Catholic Church as the advocates of their orthodoxy. This would 
convince you of the universality of the Catholic Church. 

F. Fan. From the attitude of St. Francis you have already proved the 
orthodoxy of the St. Thomas Christians and their Bishop as - mentioned in the 
answer 41. Part 1, of this dialogue. But the following passage of the letter 
of St. Francis to John III Kiug of Portugal token fmai “Life and Letters of 
J$t. Francis” by Coleridge S. J. VoL I. page 27(1 stand.: against you by which 

it can be concluded that the Syrians were Nestorinr.. The passage is :is. 
“The College of Cranganor, (where the Syrian stiuh nt< were taught) will sen-i 
forth religious men who may make the- whole of Malabar which is now sunk ii. 
vice and error feel a saving shame at its own state of misery and may bring the 
light of our Lord Jesus Christ to the benighted miuds of the people.” 


itr I cannot believe tU»tSt Francisl? ^SSu3^Sd greedy 

of .ha Syrians **>-«*• W l « those woods 

F. Ion. (‘JO they are W and a *‘sav„,g ^ 

<r. f?ny, ir, “; ul l abo,a H mi " 1 les 

“ £ „ ,,, >t those who have 

2::: “the Who, 

9nd Yon will giv^me to undeistand "i.:.t-M mi . ' uU lhe people «f 

w " 

I they more numerous than tin- ■- “~ s ' ; _ K ..„ S Christ to the benighted 

I 3rd. What is meant by “the light v. o ■ 

[ minds of the people.” ,r ,i„, College from? Were they 

| 4tli. Where were tlmae Syrmn Mnden, — - ^ ^ dig( , M ,t parts of 

I natives of Cranganor old; . or were tne, 
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* o***—’ 

educated and ordained there as pnee *. aui iE the saint 

1 - - ,ue “ 

J heresy would it wound their feelings. 


nercs> ~ - 

F. run. (2--> A.) My answers are these: on tbat aceonnt 

1st Tliose who have errors and feel a raung el ^ th „ .hole world 

be Nestorians or other heretie., «}««“», the eonueil of Trent concerning 

will <*tand against us. lake th» d ,,: ven to the inmates as examples. 

Hsrs - — —~ 4 

t0 ^. The clause ‘-the whole f or"»’ST ^swy 

the inhabitants of the eon,.try, la-they U-nsu^ ^ >t , j„ more numerous 
that the llindna were, ^‘^gtimia of different classes taken together, 
than the Syrians and other Cl ^ o[ ^ clause “tang the 

.o'difwnighmd -^"'4 b L^or know 
l^hr^tothePa^of^-^, Srtlfusjhe, worship the 

^ d^eSary ftc « — Allege of Crauga- 

4!lr. About the Syrian students who ^ College from different 

„ 0 ? I have to answer that £ t k wordins of St. Franns Navter 

of Malabar and this can he pro"M lr ' ,lu 
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. Mi. ft cannot be otherwise than that these students were sent by their parents 
and tlieir pastors who were Catholics and not hy the advice of “J.®" 1 "' ^ 

6tli It most be admitted that heretics would never send their children to 
any Catholic College to be educated and ordained there as priests so lon„ M 
the students are taught, not according to their Creed but according to that which 
is quite different from theifs. 

7th It was to King John III of Portugal that Frauds sent the letter m 
question and so if he had therein stated distinctly that what those errors wen 
It would have nevetswounded the feelings of the Syrians' 

Vr. Bag (25 Bf-/'supported by your authority nml admission of the troth 
L have to conclude VSjjthe wording of the letter of St. Francs quoted above 
would never stand a^ : tt the orthodoxy of the Syrians, but would only tend 
to support It. 

F. fan. I hare still sefions other doubts about Mar Jacob who came to 
Malabar in 1304. he must have been & Nestorum when lie came but most 
probably by the kind and zealous efforts of the Franciscan b athers, he must 
have embraced Catholicism and «o was deserving in Ins old age of every sup¬ 
port and so St. Francis recommended him to the King of Portugal* 

Mr. (26) That is only your supposition. A few months ago, the Editor 

•of the* yigift parr Catholic Jt*gi*ter made another supposition which was that 
all tfhfcl St. Francis wrote about this Mar Jacob regarded ouly his personal 
qualities, and his posthumous claim to orthodoxy, and one WAertcM 
Philftlethis made a third which was that St. Francis supposed the Syrians and 
their Bishop as Catholics while they were really heretics. Now I have a fourth 
supposition quite different from all these. It is this that when Mar Jacob and 
his companion Bishops arrived at Ormuz on the Persian UuU on their way to 
India, an -Angel from heaven appeared to him and his companion and gave 
litem* instruction on Catholic truths and they were thus all converted and the 
Angel immediately flew to their Patriarch and succeeded to convert him also 
und then the angel appeared to the Pope and informed him of all that had 
happened and so the Pope received them all into the communion, of the Catholic 
Chutelh their excommunication having been absolved by the angel The angel 
■hUo corrected their missal and Breviary etc. My supposition has the following 
snppotts. i. This correction of the books caused Mar Jocob not to commemorate 
the Xcstorian Saints in Divine offices and Sacrifices of mass until the day of 
his death, and thereafter those books were taken by the angel and this was 
why the Portuguese were compelled to correct the Syrian books afterwards. 

2. This was the reason why the Portuguese priests had their spiritual com¬ 
ma mention with Mar Jacob and his companion Bishop at Cannanore on the 
latter’s way to Malabar ns their letter under date 1304, to their Patriarch 
quoted by Mr. Mackenzie in his booklet P. 12 testifies. The letter says.— 
"We remained with them (Portuguese) for two ami a half months and they 
ordered us that, on a fixed day, we also should perform the Holy mysteries 
that is should offer the oblation (mass). They had. prepared a fitting place 
for prayer and thcii- priests every day sacrifice anti complete the Holy oblation 
for that is their custom and rite. Wherefore, on Nozardel Sunday, after their 
priest celebrated, we were also admitted and performed the holy rite (sacrifices 
1 .1 as the Syriac text testifies) and it was very pleasing in their eyes.” 

F. J‘<m You are inventing things, or making a fun of me. 

Mr. lituj. (27) Never Father. What I said is only to make you under¬ 
stand the truth. You see from my statements tour different suppositions about 


i the testiinonv of St. 

Mar Jacob, which are purposely But what I have to say m 

Francis about his orthodoxy «» ",Y invincible authority in what he "ro e a 

F. Van . Wh* are those ipiestionsl . uWt Mar Jaeob thus:- 

tfr Raa They are these:— St. I a \* . lii-bop, bv name Abuna 

ian, were acceptable to God< (louV)t effected More 1542, 

j (2) His supposed conversion J — #| lli3 siting, *».*?««* 

when St. Francis came to India _ At 1 , mllc h ubour in atl-mlmg to tin. 

the saint affirmed tliat Uav ;>cob as =P s ; s reckoI1 his labours w 

Christians of St prfae worthy Wlore God! 

attending to the Kcstonaus under lam P ^ converted by the 

/■o\ you must admit as a pnest, t ■ te( l the matter to the Pope, and 

Fiinliscan fathers, they sh 9 uld have co “ h through the medium of an 
H?s Holiness after due cons .«&»**» “ ^ive his abjuration of the 

\ no-tolic letter, authorised the *.«iul mtholic faith and to absohe him 
1 xvtorian heresy and his profession of the C . a should have gt vea 

1 he in* *s • Vwfcta to govern 

I another Apostolic letter ‘“^^“can Liw me any Pupal d—t 

E liis flock converted with In'" 1 “Jt t out i ny historical support for all that 
| s " ch “"‘l-orizat.on and ag P Mmmll „ion which the Portuguese 

If (4) What is your opimt n of thei f Caiuial „, ref 

I Frieats had with Mar Jacob aud oth ^ couut the divine services 

I f. Fun. 1st. I cannot thinh.that , Korthj lwfore God. 

1 of a Nestorian Bishop as mentor ■ P Ne storiau Bishop (before hr. 
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I in £ S^storicM support for hU — 
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F. Van, You cannot assert that the Syrians were Catholics ^ on the ground 
that St. Francis obtained indulgences for a Syrian Church,'for, this Syrian Church 
‘though probably ministered by a Syrian Finest, was practically 'under the influ¬ 
ence, if not direction, oi'the missionary Friars, no donbt Catholic doctrine and 
practices ware there observed and 'taught.*’ 

Mr. Rag . (29) This is also your own supposition which is already refuted 
l.y the answers 25, 26, 27, 28 of Part II of this dialogue. To clear away all 
doubts yon wril be kind enough to answer the questions stated below. 

1st. Was the Sjjian Priest who ministered the said Church at Cranganorc 
a Nestorian or a CP^hcI 

2 mL If a Net^'V, wofiM he permit his people to he instructed in 
Catholic doctrine andy "\; licos.7 

3nl. If a Catholic, %»-- be so by birth or conversion and if he was so by 
conversion, wbo converted i; :n.? 

4 th. Can yon give me an evamp^ to pr^rt' that could be granted 

to heretics, whenever they were under Catholic influence* 

5th. If the. Syrian Church at Cranganore was tiuule Catholic hy ‘he simple 
reason that it was under the Portuguese authority, should n *•-:h- ;iw>n Syrian 
Church at Cochin which was wo,t :!-. « utter ;l>? Portuguese -i=*-«Htty Ahs made 
Catholic? 

6 th. Who were those Sy t!- Church at Orang..rore to 

gain indulgences? 

. F, Fan. I cannot comply v.4f!i your request. As often as I have ..d 

yon you have taken advanf'g^/:* v. and defeated mo by them. So let us 

begin another subject. 

J/". AV, What is that? 

F. Van. You cannot deny that Mar Abraham v.isa Ji«*.«inri;in. for, after r 
return from the council of Goa in 1585, wh..- he h*l v tf-Ahs *--• \.nied 

the priests who had been improperly ordained by him, an,; he refused to disclmigc 
the other obligations imposed him by the conmul. Thtg wre'e to his 
Patriarch that "lie had brougii him a book of profession «.f ia.th which was 
approved and much praised by r\>- iiiishops assemble* 1 at the synod which he un¬ 
willing to sell to the Patriarch » e * :*c specneen of his fa! -,* faith (which 

lie simulated) to the llishe, ^ i —II—.’* 

d/r. Hay. (30) V.*a ; f ?■ while and I shall answer you. You ask me three 
things of which the htvji ‘-j the re-ordination by Mar Abraham of the priests 
already ordained. Tlu. -e wiio com|H*lled him to give such rrm-dination are justly 
to he blamed. For, eve:; f. lit • present day, the Chaldean Bishops, according to 
the ancient Rite, give the onlir;.*i.*»n as Mar Abralmiu did, by the imposition of 
hands only and not by making the ••arididatcs touch the Chalice etc, for the just 
omission of which Mar Abraham w.i-i unjustly accused. This was an innovation 
compulsorily introduced in the Chald- .n Kite which was quite against the mind 
of the Roman Pontiff. The other obligations imposed upon Mar Abraham at 
the Council of Goa were also in novations in the Chaldean Rite, which were 
equally unjust as can be proved by comparing the contents of the .Decrees of the 
Council regarding the Syrians with the j oints of the discipline of the Chaldean 
Church. That tin? letter, in questioi^, alleged to have been written by Mar 
Abraham to “his Patriarch”, was false is already proved by the answer 
42 of Part I of this dialogue. The quotation “as a dogmatic specimen of 
his false faith to the Bishops of India” gives ample proofs that it is a fabri- 
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cation-only; fur ft is quite nnnatnral Oat «* * 

the same stale and at the same time. 1 ^ j, ; s equally un- 

tlui writer »nd not the letter itsell. » * p a trinreli his superior should 

natural that a Catl.uliell.slmp sent .5 ' A , ir ,ll,„mV) faith 

write to a Nestorian wlm was not 1 > - P ; , |« already defended til 

»*■ 

wereCaUmliesl.J-tlieirlnivm^ ^/against you.. Tim 

0... aivi^.. ~-tf u 
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( 31 ) If. with these 

sav that St. Thomas Christum were '• j Superior in the person of 

acknowledged the Pope ns tlie.r Centre u ^ „Lai„st yon. on the other 

l.is K-»te Miirignoli. w ln wos snp|mrt.s h, h^, - ^ ^ ^ Pll pe .,,e author 

!“i^r"X^ h aving .,iem,r--il— «* 

_ - .V. B Tliere are three documents recently tala fr °" l *J b thlAsijpiatures of Petrus 
Vat. see. Archie, dc Costello. Anuad. ' C caps V - 5 ^ lj65 is elirected by Pope 

Werael subarchivista. Of these. the first.dated the 3 y Ab „hum m Maiatnu; the 

Tins IV to the Patriarch Alxlicsu ordering Hint to ldac directed by the same 

second and ihe third each under date the a. day b ^^^aing Mar Abraham .0 
Pope to the Archbishop of Goa and the Bl ””JV“J^" 0 ™ven> that diocese wh.eh hes 
them and ordering then to C ,ve hrm no ^ tomcats more taken 

Vai-iarch Abdicsu fixed fur him I here a i, eler W cruel, of which ihe 

from the same Archive; with the signatures fa . ^q. Vaticano—Nuatiatura 

Swine three are added here. 1st document (Archiv. » ^ the ApoS . Nuncio at 

di Pomfgollo 4 - page. 34 °)’ s » '‘‘u",, “ vSdl!a A to the Viceroy and Utin-Bishops 

Lisbon 10 rccomrocod Mar Abraham and ho.AOd ^ ^ H<in „ ls da al Angamafc 

of India and to grant a plenary nidalgence the f Archie. 5 ccre. 'an. Oreg. MU, 
laiL-lv built by Mai Abraham- docume l f vviV. Vol. 40. ,S7) under 

ArnLm mumM. Oct. N “%'“' C p^ c ^ XH^grani Mar Abraka.n faculty of 

date the first December *”?• ‘ XftSTini*" eennarto. 3 rd- Docn- 

dispensing some of his l»tople irom AnW«<one. b a kacr Q f Mar Abraham 

meat (Arch, ArcUS. Aug Am. v 11. caps. ^ of diocesan Synod tctcly convok- 

liy wh eh he gives a report to 1 ope Oirt£rV 0.11^ {A , hn! i c faith was made by the 

ml by him in which a general PPjk* “ hj 4 seminary for the good edwcai.oo of the 
assembled and, of the necessity U e*****«* , b . tbe 'schismatic Bishop btmeon and of 
candidates for prics.-hood and. of he » ind lastly he asks the Popc thcrem 

the demand of more numerous,’ he f 3 C „l, y received from hts Anarch, 
to confirm the eleencm which he lately mane, Thi, letter is dated the Ijtb. 

orcreatiog his Archdeacon tseerge ioe.v>. r 

January .584. _ <; amu cl Giamil in Ins -Cenainac Relatione 

Allthcsa documents arc pnn.ea > • in the Catkatk Fatih and or ids 

The pirticnlars of the happy death of Mar Ab ^ bhb m narrated by -r Jwn 

last adnonition to his flock to p.rse c b published iu td. 5- 

b. ]. in his Thesaurus reran, lodmaram I. I Lit). A 1 
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“phantom of schism,, will also stand vr-j. Tiie difficulty of this 

dilemma can be overcome by putting the following questions. 

1st. In what sense the phrases “Phantom” “Schism,” “Division” and 
“clouds of error” quoted mnst be. understood. 0 

2nd- Whether these phrases point out any «*eal echtern or heresy? 

3rd. Whether what the Pope wrob. was from Ids personal knowledge of the 
Syrians or from the reports of other -.? 

4thIf it were f»#p the reports of others, who were those reporters.? 

5th. If the SyriP'g/k-ere real hoierics, how was it that the reporters refused to 
mention it to ihe Pvjf’s 

6th. Who induces'’lie Pope to make use of such phrases.? 

7th. Whether even if there existed any division, clouds of error etc. among 
the heretics, would a.»y foreigner refer the matter to the Pope to quell it.? 

8th. Whether even if the Pope interfered in it, those heretics would obey 
him.? 

9th. Whether the Bishops and other superiors of those heretics would allow 
or suffer such intoreference of the Pope in among their Christians.? 

20th. Whether there is any evidence to show that the Syrians obeyed the 
admonition of the Pope.? 

11th. Whether there is any evidence to point out that, in case the Syrians 
were Nestor ions, they were converted before obeying the Pope and whether there 
were such in Malabar who could keep records of their conversion. 

The answers on the questions are theee:-~- 

1st. Any one who ponders well on the phrases, “Phantom of sehisrn," clouds 
of error’* and “division” will readily understand that they cannot be taken in a 
heretical sense, for, “phantom of schism” means only the ill., cess and not the 
real schism ami “clouds -of error’ do not point out any herein a,: errors and the 
application uf the phrases therefore in general terms regards -.-n errors in common. 

2nd. There are no words in the phrases which clearly p let out the heresy or 
the schism as is evident to all unprejudiced minds, and further schismatics are 
not heretics and heretics are not simply schismatics. 

3rd. It was impossible for the Pope to have written to the Syrians such a 
passage as mentioned, from his Personal knowledge minutely about tlieix conditions 
and therefore what fie wrote mnst he from the reports of others. 

4th. The reporters must have been Friar Jordan and his companion 
missionaries. It was on the 14th. year of the Pontificate of John XXII i. e. ill 
1330 that he wrote to the Nazaranis (Syrians) of Quilon and the heater of the 
letter was I'nar .Iordan who had been in India once before lie came with the 
letter. .. 

5th. As heresy essentially stands against the doctrine of the Catholic Church 
it was toe duty of those Missionaries to tell the Pope clearly al.ont it if it had 
really existed among the Syrians and if the missionaries had tlms fulfilled their 
duly, the Pope would have exposed it to the Syrians. 

6th. It was the report of Friar Jordan that made the Pope make use of such 
phrases That which moved the missionaries to make such reports must be either 
the vast difference which existed among themselves and the Syrians in points of 
their mlesiastieal discipline or some difference of opinion on the part of the 
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fivriflns which the missionaries judged important, as the Portuguese after tliein- 

erroneously ^ judged about tlmChaldcuu Bishops and .accused them before the 
pope. 

7th No one would venture to say that whenever any division or phantom of 

among impossible that, if the Pope intr/V in the internal or 

external matters of the hn.etics they should oliey him. I , 

qi, unnatural to think and sav that the Patn / and the Bishops of 

JtiVS-Xy.r sutler such interference of thc^.pe .»ma.mrs regard- 

iiiir their Cliristiiiiift- . . , i 

b . , t r_, clit.w tint tin* St Thomas Christians obeyed 

■££.II*?'*.. “ Q " ii “ “ 

his representative, some ten or iweHe >ears inter, 
nth No one 

alleged NestonauClirwtw ^ ^ |,e came, although there 

wem IBssionmies in Malabar at that period to write such records ut the 

C0 kIw Fallow Vanerello, let me take your leave. Have you anything more to- 
question me.? 

Vr ' Su ^Pk**!* me'thosc papers whicli I see with you. 

them.) Ah. This is - «jjr 

of Mf-Mackenzie » ' . ■_ . - lpn .i U nder the directum of the Carmelite 

I understand that all the 

lathers of the Arch dimes a re taken from this answer, 

questions yon had put m l art II. ™ ^ „ , da - k ul „ uds brought 

and happily by ?«r ^»i^^^Thomas Christians Btm-GraUas. 
forward by it ag-imsd tat ort - ventured to write such an answer. 

I think that His Imrdship wou d l ^ hiaturiea which contain numerous 
hadhe made a critical examinat L , mis hip to write it are gravel, 

contradictions, and so tho. M-dabar besides knows and admits 

mistaken. Bishop Medlycott s assert... All M-dabarn ^ 

it (Nestorianismj notwithstanding anv.tam attempts^ ^ ' &ptember 

against th" 1 -ulents of the ilotmu I { yyjabar to T. Banta Row Eoqr. 

w.drb was snbDuttcdby theB*ho|a the evils „f the 
’he then Htwan of Travancore In that ^ ^ ^ ^ mlde out 

i’ltcndu 1 marriage regu a [o >. til „ pfqt’ive Christiammarriagesof Catkoliai. 

-ailing for any special regumtion alfect g „ io tbenl i e3 , rites, ceremonies 

These have, in the past, Church, which makes ample provision for tile 

and of the - olVS V v duly oidained and appointed ministers, for 

nrraer < Voorution of umrnn P es by duly every C utb<dio 

the registration of every marna e a »; 3 Fro \„ the first eenturies 

Parish O..« B chwh^rf*»Uto 0 ,^B«nU w , n th;tlaalof M , a ^ 

1 rtrS Z eighteen centuries o/ continuous eristence long mfautbefura 





the-iormatfen of tlie present stale of Travaneore.” The letter-is signed- in the 
' lolloping order. 

+ Fr. Leonard Mellano-o. c. d. Archbishop of Yarapoly„. 

* Fr. Ferdinand Ossi o.. c. ?►., Bishop of Quilon.. 

+ John Gomes Fereira Bishop of Cochin. 

+ Charles Lavigne Bishop of Milevis Vicar Apostolic of Kottayau.^ 
Adolphus K. Afstlh/cott Bishop of. Tricomia Vicar. Apostolic of Trieliur. 

+ Fr. Mureellmns Berardi o. c .i>. Coadjutor to Archbishop of Verat-dy. 

N< vr. I Ehall close^^is answer with, the following. "When a man is attacked 
with passion and and seeks .his private good and glory, he will be alwavs 

forwjrd to represeu^^;'vils and injustice done to liis bretliren as right and 
jhst. One P. P. u Voice of Truth" at Eruukulara of the first July is 

an e:.ample of Hits, m says therein:—‘.Idibus Jbnuarii hnjus mini apputi 
O^-.nm, ubi Episcopiun repereram, exejusquc conspectu *atqne usu magnum 
animi fnictmn cepe ram; animadvcrtens quanta churitatc ingen lis corporis laborea 
sue tin eat, obenndo singillatiin arees intm siiam- diooesim situs et adenndis 
cxeolendisqne Christians S. TJiomae” The exact English translation is this. 
“On the lath. Jannary of this year; I arrived at Cocliiu. where 1 saw a Bishop, 
from his Rigid and- intercourse I took great profit of sonl^seeing him undertake 
hard Imdily works, in going to the villages situated within his diocese and visiting 
and improving the Christians of St. Thomas ” And then P. P_M. explains that 
the Bishop referred to in the above quotation was the Portuguese Bishop of Cochiu 
whom ot. Francis by that quotation of liis letter to John III King jf Portugal 
praises for-his holy works in converting the St. Thomas Christian* from their 
N.estonamsm, although the diocese of Cochin was erected only in IF57, five veais 
after the death of St. Francis. According to this P. P. M. die Latin word 
excolere must be understood by all ns converting Nestorians or pagans, in spite- 
ot there being no such meaning for it. 

*» <,rdcr >o confirm the roller in- ills opinion, P.PtM. savs: “lithe St Thomas 
Christians wore Catholirs and thi-ir Bisliop (of the Diocese of Angamalcv) was 
also Catholic, how could St. Francis, praise as he does, the Bishop of Cochin 
(who was not ill. the world thou as stated above) who. in this case could not 
mtrnde himself to work in the Catholic diocese of his neighbouring- Catholic 
Bishop But those who have right understanding will easily understand that 
the Bishop- refeivd to «w no- other than Mar Jacob and his holy works were 
withm the limits of lus diocese and not without it, us our P. P. M. falsely inter¬ 
prets, which is evident from the text of the quotation. 

The diocese of Cochin was erected' hr Pope Paul IV by the Bull “Pro 
excellenti pracennneutiir dated the 4th, February 1557. Vkle Bullarium 
PatronatuaPortagall.aeTorn", I p 193. This was fiVo.years after the death of 

St. Franc,3. How could St I-ranc.s seethe liishop uf Cochin duritm his life¬ 
time. when there was ,", such Bishop in the world. After the erection of the 
diocese, the lhshop of Cochin, m violation to the canons of thcCatholic Church 
gave holy orders to the Syrian students studying in the seminary of Cranganore 
nod of Vaippmotta without the permission of the Chaldean Archbishops ot 
Anganiale 1 Ins being unjust and illegal, he was forbidden to do so in the 
future by U,e proceed,ngs of the session III of the Provincial council of Goa. 
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An anneal to the Readers■ * « flf 1 that jf 

of this Dialogue will pay more attention to the facts na f r f~ 
T f it than to the elegance of the style and they are kindly 
requested to overlook the errors they may chance to meet with any 
ac here in the.pamphlet. ^ 








